Introduction
The erosion of the western coast of northern Jutland, in Denmark has generated an extremely challenging environment for the preservation of architectural heritage. This phenomenon causes the loss of approximately two to four meters of shore per year, and tends to become more and more severe, leading to the loss of as much as 11m of shore in a single year. This constitutes a major threat to important historic buildings close to the coast. Jes Wienberg's article describes how the early thirteenth-century Mårup church, in Lønstrup Klint, recently had to be "dismantled under supervision", in anticipation of the erosion of the ground below the church and the historic cemetery surrounding it (Fig.1 ). This astonishing decision was preceded by a fierce debate, an account of which has been provided by Casper Bruun Jensen and Randi Markussen. Although this decision was controversial, it was not unique in the history of the region. As Wienberg reminds us, in the early twentieth century, similar natural phenomena led to the dismantling and rebuilding of other monuments in the same area, such as the late medieval church of Rubjerg and the church of Lyngby. But, as the above article points out, erosion is not the only threat to the coastal heritage of north-western Jutland. Sand drift has led to the accumulation of sand around historic buildings hindering access to them, and, sometimes, covering part of their fabric. The intensity of this phenomenon is reflected in the gradual redundancy of the 1900s lighthouse of Rubjerg Knude, which started only half a century after its construction.
Counteracting coastal erosion and sand drift has proven to be more complex than it may seem at first sight. This is not only because of the elevated cost of coast protection, but, mainly, because coastal decomposition and sand dune formation also enjoy legislative protection as the generators of a uniquely significant coastal landscape. What sealed the destiny of Mårup church, was the decision that these natural phenomena should continue unhindered. This implies that the protection of nature was given hierarchical priority over the protection of the church.
Wienberg has analysed the decisions affecting the dismantling of the churches. 
Durability and Architectural Heritage
The decision to destroy or relocate coastal monuments threatened by coastal erosion challenges the right of coastal communities to create and preserve buildings with a commemorative role. Not only are their historic monuments disappearing, but their loss also sets a precedent that discourages long-term planning in the future: with the coastline receding at this pace, it is very difficult to envisage any new public monument built less than 500m from the sea. These conditions are hardly favourable for the preservation and creation of monuments durable enough to be shared by different generations. Yet, such durable monuments fulfil an important social role: they constitute lasting points of reference and essential elements of the local cultural identity. As Hannah Arendt has observed, the existence of a community that gathers people together and relates them to each other "depends on permanence". Public space "cannot be erected and planned for one generation, but must transcend the life span of mortal men". Crescent, which sunk during the Napoleonic wars, was placed prominently in front of the west elevation of the church (Fig. 2) . These memorials constituted the visual manifestation of major episodes in the history of the local community. Thanks to them, historical events became rooted in local traditions and narratives that now form part of the local culture.
The loss of such buildings will make it more difficult to remember and understand the history they were associated with. This history, from now on, will be only accessed through publications and museum exhibitions. 3 Still, one might ask whether these sources of information can substitute everything a monument has to offer in this respect. However informative a publication may be, it lacks the presence and permanence of a local monument. Unlike museum exhibitions, monumental buildings constitute the only source of information that allows the observer to interact with the site of historic events. Looking at the giant anchor of The Crescent with the sea in which the frigate sank in the background provides a memorable learning experience that cannot be replaced by other media. The above observation naturally leads us to examine another quality of durable monuments like Mårup church: their interaction with an environment subject to constant change.
Architecture and Nature
The Danish Government claimed that the dismantling and eventual removal of specific historic monuments along the coastline was necessary to maintain the natural decomposition of the coastal cliffs and the sand dune formation process. This approach suggests that the maintenance of historic structures in a landscape subject to constant change may enhance our ability to evaluate, measure, and experience this change. Feilden (2003, pp. 191-202) , describes the role of these disciplines. 8 S. Kostof (2010) , p. 10.
and their protection from human activity, the preservation of the littoral drift, this seainduced transportation of sand that nourishes the dunes, as well as the building of natural dikes with layers of twigs, sand and clay. 9 These techniques are friendlier to the environment than the techniques employed elsewhere in Jutland, such as shore revetments and groynes (i.e. artificial barriers constructed perpendicularly to the coast). The expertise accumulated from these 'soft' interventions shows how the maintenance and reinforcement of dunes can serve to preserve the coast, its morphology and its monuments. This method could be used to prevent coastal erosion along the entire coast. Alternatively, it could focus on zones of coastal protection outside which erosion can continue unimpeded.
An Inclusive Approach to Architectural Heritage
One of the most iconic confrontations between the man-made and the natural in Northern Jutland is found in the lighthouse of Rubjerg Knude. Periodically submerged in sand dunes and redundant, the elegant 1900s building seems condemned: it will be destroyed prior to the erosion of the ground it is built upon (Fig. 3) . (Fig. 4) dismantling. However careful the latter may be, not all the fabric can be moved intact, nor are modern craftsmen always able to reproduce every aspect of the original structure. In the case of Mårup church, for instance, none of the internal arches had a regular tracing. Like most medieval structures, they were non-geometric, the products of a "free-hand" method of construction. The future reconstruction risks erasing irregularities that constitute essential elements of the building's medieval character.
Considering a building's relocation one should note the caveat expressed by one of the most important architectural historians of the 20 th century. For Spiro Kostof, "no building is sufficient unto itself". Its character partly derives from the building's interaction with its changing setting. 14 To remove a building from its setting is to deprive it from part of its character. 
